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by 4 


Againſt K. Morgan 5 ſoben ;onificant and pre- 
tended Anſwer to the Author's Argu 


ments, for lufant-Baptiſm. 6 12 


Where his Weak Exceptions, and bt. 
Falſe, Deceitful, aud Frivolous- Refe- 
ctions are, Noted. WIN 


. As Chriſt bach . infares to come to him, ſo the Apo - 
ſtles did not Exclude them frum Baptiſm, becaute Baptiſ in i» 
Compared by Paul co Circumciſion, col, 2, where he plainly 
declares; That Infants allo are to be intreduc d into the Cnu. c“. 
by Baptiſm. Magd. cent. I. 1 2. c 4. | 

II. Infants are B ptized becauſe of O iginal Sin. Hom. on 41. 3 
Kebaptiation is to Crucify Chi itt again. Hem. de Paul. chf 


III. By Baptiſm Chrift will have his to be Regenerated, and 
we are thereby enter d into his Fo'd, an tach as have no Bap- 
tiſm cannot be faved, faith St. Auguſtine 


a” 4. 26 


Landis: Printed by E. E. bY are to. be Sold "IK 


W. Tax lo BS at the Shi p, and H. Cru ENTS, at | . 


; Wh Half- Moen,in St. Pauls Church-Yard, $9085 


57 L. Thie Pence. 5 "a YN 


A e 


2 8 T — 


, 
I 
10 


6464!nq] W _ COT... SS. 
* - 


A 


4.4 £4 


+ 


„ 


-4 
” 
Fd 
* 
_ l 
" * * * * T5 
8 * Ly - ö 
% 
- 7 
* 
* 
L 
. 
. ” 
% 

A F | 

* 

* 
» 4 5 
*. 
— * 
* 


+. 7 © ” \ N T 9 7 - * % 4 
| 3 46S '' | ' * 1 ib * 
1 * = : 0 - 1 y 4 i } FN % 
N $4 * > = - 


” 
* » # s ? 


* * 
N | ng <S 4 


Ry to T Morgan,” 


THE 


ANABAPTIST, 


| Morgan Adden to aun wer my; 5 
Arguments for Infant - Baptiſm, - 
» but to what Purpoſe, Lleave to 
the Impartial Reader to judge. 
His whole Performance is Scandalous and 
Imperfe&, a continued Libel, and ſerves to 
no on Intent, but to diſcover his Folly, 
lanorance; Malice, and the weakneſs of 
his Cauſe, as I ſhall prove in the tollogivg, 
Lines. > 

I. I ſhall paſs over his Aboſiye and Un- 
civil Title Page, and his ſeeming to denn 
to my Perſon, and Character, the Quali- 
ties of a Gentleman, a Scholar, or à Chri- 
kizn. To begin with my firtt Argument, 
Chriſt's Invitation aud expreſs Command, 
Greg 4: the rs bak —_ of the | 
2 7799 | Chriſtian 
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- Chriſtian Church, and conſequently to their 
Succeſſors the Biſhops and Miniſters. Suffer lit- 


tle Children to come unto me, and forbid them not; 


For of ſuch ir che King dom of God." Matth. 


19. 14. Mark. 10. 14. Luke 18. 16. Which 


which he tells us they are in that tender 
Age fit Subjects, and capable to be es] 
. mitte 


_— ES 


mitted. *Tis apparent that this Order wa 4 


deliver'd to the Apoſtles, in oppoſition to 


the Offence, they had taken at the bring- 
ing little Children to Chriſt. For they, 


eſteem'd them nafit for his Commmaton.and 
Society. And it is likewiſe probable, that 
John the Baptiſt took not any Notice of thent: 
at his Baptiſm, which was coufer'd upon 
the Adult only, to prepare them far the 


Reception of the Meſſiah, upon the Con- 


feſſion of their Sins. Infants, as they were 
not able to make any ſuch Confeſſion, they: 
had no ſuch need, as thoſe of Riper Vears, 
being already within the Covenant by Cir- 
cumciſion, and having not committed 
ſince any actual tranſgreſſion. Therefore it 
was unreaſonable to require any Profeſſion 
of Repentance from them, or any acknowgy 


ledgment of their Errors. But becauſg.;ther 
Apoſtles would have excluded them from 


Chriſt, this moved his Diſpleaſure, and oc 
caſioned that expreſs Command, which he 
left as a Rule for the Goverhours, and 


Miniſters of his Church ; J | ſafer lipitor + 


* 


Children , ſucking Babes, to come unty hum 
not to forbid them. He adds the: reaſog, gf 


this Order. For of ſuch is the Kingdom of. { 
Cod; That is, They in their Infancy were 


fit Subjects of his Kingdom, fit Members to 
be introduc'd into his Church, and en- 


rol'd amougſt his Servants and People, 


without being partakers of Jonn's Baptiſm, 
of which they had no need. How imper- 
unently does R. M. Anſwer the Argu- 
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ments drawn from theſe Words of Chriſt ? 


He tells us; we deny that their Coming to 
Shriſt ſigniſies their admittance to Baptiſm, 
c. Freply, They, who brought them in their 


Arms, and their Coming was intended only 
that Chriſt might lay his Hands upon 
them; and Bleſs them. Therefore if there. 
had been no more ſaid, but that they. 
came and were brought to him, and that 


he beſtowed upon them his Bleſling , we. 
could have drawn. no Concluſien nor Rea- 
ſon from thence to Baptize Babes. But 


when we hear our Bleſ}id-. Maſter at his 


Departure out- of the World command; To- 
| Suffer Little Culdren to «come unto him, &c. 
And * withal- informs us, That of ſuch is his 
nom, we cannot but in Obedience to 


this Precept bring them unto him, into 


His Kingdom, to be Subjects of it, and into 


ts" Myſticdt Body his Church, to be ſem- 


bers df it, and to enter them into it, by 
Baptiſm. Chriſt carried his. Thoughts and 
Direction fürther than thoſe Charitable 


People, Who braught the. Children, or as his 


A poſtles conceived at firſt, as we may 


Judge by the Reſon,” that he gives of his 
Invitation to cone to him, for of ſich is 
bz Nn don. is therefore ſuch a Comore, 
that our $4vi0n7r underſtands, whereby they 


ate to be made partakers of his Kingdom, ' 
and introducd iato it. Shall he affure us 


by theſe Words, that this Kingdom belongs 


to them, and to fuch as they were, aud 
hall we keep tkem out? Or have-our Ad- 
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Anſwerer. The Drs: words are theſe.: C 


verſaries any other way, or expedient of Di- 
vine Inſtitution to bring Infants to Chriſt; 
to be regiſtred Subjects of his Kingdom, be- 
ſides Baptifm ? If they have. let them inform 


us. For we know of no other method, but? 
this approved of by our Redeemer. 


But my wiſe Adverſary accuſes me wron- 
fully of perverting the Greek Text, becauſe: 
in Matth. 19. 14. The prepoſition pros, I 
have: affixed before the verb eithein, tho? the 
ſenſe is the ſame after as before. For 
elthein pros me, or pros ton Chriſton, is the. 
ſame ſignification, as proselthein to Chriſto ,. 
to come to me, or to come to Chriſt. 80 
he may find it in Heb 7. 25. and Heb 11. 6. 


If R. M. had been in his right ſenſes, he 
would not have made ſuch a needleſs excep- 


tion, and Publickly. flander'd me, and ac- 
cuſed me falſly of perverting the Greek 


Text. By which Att he has betrayed his 
' own Ignorance- and weakneſs of Judgment. 


Now from this word uſed by St. Matthew 
in Chriſt's Command, I gather the Intention 
of. our blefled Maſter ; - That in regard 
the word. Froſelyte is from thence derived, 


our Saviour thereby. intimates ;.. That it is 


ſuch a Coming he underſtands, whereby 


Children are to be proſelyted to him, and 


luitiated .Aito his Church and Kingdom. 
'Tis-a Remark that Il have fince found in 


Doctor Hammond and others who have been 
guilty of the ſame Crime, of perverting the 
Creck Text, in the judgement of my Iguorant- 
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9 Reply t R. Morgan. 


was ſo fur from excepting againſt the Age of 
Children, as à prejudice or hindrance to their 
Coming to him (that is, to their Proſelytiſm ) that 
he affirms them to be the pattern of thoſe, of 


whom his Kingdom is to be made up. And Mr 


Wills; The Children are brought to him by others, 
yet they are ſaid to come unto him, Matthi. 19. el- 
thein pros the very words of which Proſclyte is 
made Pare. 124. My extravagant Anta- 

niſt tells us twice, that he Wonders, Tru- 
ly an Anabaptiſt is a Wonder to all-Chriſtian 
Profeſſors ;- that they ſhould acknowledge 
their Infants infected with. Original Sin, in 
their Publick Confeſſion, and will not allow 
them the Remedy, that Chriſt hath preſcrib- 


ed to exempt them from it, by the mercy of 


God, namely the Ordinance of Baptiſm un- 
der. the Goſpel, as Circumciſion was ap- 


poiated under, and before the Law for that 


= 


purpole. „„ . 
. Now is R. 24. ſo weak as to think, that 
he can with a Wonder bafle all the Arguments, 


that a number of Proteſtant Divines gather 


from this Command of Chriſt ro'warraat the 
Baptiſm of Infants? But what is the cauſe 


of his Wonder? Is he ſo i npious to won- 


der at Chriſt's Commiſſion and Order? Or 
at the luterpretation of this Order, ſo under- 


ſtood as we do, by all the Chriſtian Churches 


in the World ? We have much more reaſon to 
pity and wonder at bis Simplicity, in diſ- 


membring the account of the Evengaliſts, 


by daying, little Children came, or were rather 


brought to Chriſt) and bleſſed b) him, and to en- 


dea vour 


3 


deauour to ridiqule our Argument for Infant Bape 
im by 2 fooliſh concluſion from impertg& 
Premiſes, ar to think that we conclude the 


Baptiſm * Infants from thence? No tis 


from the order of Chriſt, to ſuffer Chil- 
dren to come to him &c. Which cannot 
now be reaſonably underſtood in any other 
Senſe, but to be Baptized into his Church, 


and P roteſſion. IT This the words proſerchomgi 
or proſercheſthai to Chrifto ſignify in the word 


of God. Therefore how vainly and imper- 


tinently does he tell us; That proſerchomg; - 
does not always ſignify to proſelyte, That 


word alone never did ſignify any ſuch matter, 


neither in the Word of God nor in any other 


Author. It ſignifies only te come, but with the 
addition from Chriſt, to come to me, or to 
Chriſt. If Children have no other expedient 
to come to him, but by being Baptized or 
Proſelyted thereby to him, it muſt neceffarie 
ly follow, that it imports, what I have ex- 
preſſed 3 and the meaning, that I have given 
to the words that they are to be Baptized 
to him. Let the Reader judge by this In- 
tance which of us two is guilty of pervert- 
ing the word of God; I that give it a right 
ſenſe agreeable with other Proteſtant Di- 
vines, or he that wreils, mangles and diſs 
member's this narrative of three Evengeliſts 
to make it comply with his erroneous Princly 
ples and deceive the unadviſed Reader. 

But methinks the reaſon Chriſt adds, to 
juſtify his Invitation of Childrens coming to 


him. That of ſuch is the Kingdom of God and 


the 


8 4 geh to R. Morgan 


the Kingdon of Heaven, That is, the King-- MW *p 

dom of the Meſſiah, the Kingdom of Grace c 

and Glory, ſhould ſatisfy all reaſonable F; 

Souls. Doubtleſs if they belong to it as 4 

oper Subjeas, or if it belongs to them 1; 

by any Right or Title, they ought to be o 

enter'd into it by that lnſtitution, that our tl 
Saviour hach appointed for that purpoſe, of 
„ which is Baptiſm. Upon which words, how 1 
1 impertinently does my wiſe School-Maſter ar- C 
. gue ? To repeat this ſaith he, is enough to con- of 
ul Jute it, while as Ithink no leſs can be meant but that fa 


| Baptiſm confers Grace. If the poor man under- 
| *- food Engliſh he would find no ſuch” Aﬀer- th 


tion in my whole Book. Neither do I advance fr 
2 any ſuch Doctrine here or tle where, but ce 
[ what is conformable to the Current of the th 

Holy Scripture; our Excellent Rubrick and 20 


the Confeſſions of all Proteſtant Churches: ſon 
That only the Spirit of God can confer ſa- N 


3 ving Grace. But we mult. introduce our 1 
{| Infants, by Prayer and Baptiſm into. that ne 
3 Church, where this Holy Spirit works up- ne 
F on the minds of Men, and produceth that G: 
| / Grace, which by the mercy of God is effectu- T] 
4 all to Salvation. Is there no Difference be- Re 
1 tween being enter'd in the Church of God, Sp 
1 admitted viſible Members of it, and being da 

| endowed with the heavenly Graces? The ap 


firſt advantage is procured to us by Chriſt's pe 
Inſtitution of 'Baptiſm ; the latter de pends 
upon the Agency of the Holy Ghoſt. 1 a 
ſay no more than our Church has declar'd ; Pri 
that Baptiſm is the Entrance into our Holy | 
2 2 Profeſſion 


_ 7.9 j * 


” Profeſſion. And Mr. Tombes the Anabaptiſt 
coafeſſeth the ſame. I grant ſaith he, that 
N Baptiſm is the Way and manner of our ſolemn 
i Admiſſion into the Church, I mean, the regu- 
| lar Way. My Adverſary underſtands not his 
own Catechiſm, and Confeſſion of Faith, 
that affirms; Bapti/m becomes rffectual means 
of Salvation only by the Bleſſing of Chriſt, &C. 
Therefore his Notions that J joyn with the 
Church of Rome, in affieming, that Baptiſm 
of Water . confers ſaving Grace, are idle, 
falſe, impertinent and Scaudalous. | 
iS My Antagoniſt returns no Anſwer to all 
1 the Reaſonings and Concluſions deducible 
- from this Invitation of Chriſt, but pro- 
. ceeds to tell. us; That it is a Declaration of 
- the Goodneſs of God to Infants, which Grace 
[- no Inſants ordained of G to ſo great a Bleſ— 
q; ſing ſhall ever loſe, by any real, or ſuppoſed 
— Neglect of Men. He tells us great News, 


r. That this is a Declarative of the Good- 
t neſs of God to lafants. But what Good- 
- neſs is here meant? Is there any other 
t Goodneſs, but what the Words import? 
j- That Iafants ſhould come to Chriſt, to be 
- Regiſtred Members and Subjects of his 
* Spiritual Kingdom? Were ever any or- 
2 dained to a Bleſllag without the means 
© appointed to -coavey it to them? To de- 
. pend upon the Ordination to an Ead , 
$ 


without the aſſiſtauce of Llaferior Cauſes, is 

a fanatick Madneſs, and an Antinomian 

Principle. Did ever Chriſt Declare his 
5 - Goodneſs 


10 4 Rep to R. Morgan, 
Soodneſs to any, but to ſuch as came, or 
were brought to him? or are they who 
are plung d in the polluted State of Na- 
ture, out of Covenant with God, as all 
unbaptized Infants are, capable of, and fit 
for the Reception of God's Spiritual Bleſ- 
ſings without his -Ordinance ? Does not 
Chriſt to the Woman ot Syrophenicia Name 
ſuch Dogs? *Tis not Meet to give the Chil- 
dven's Bread to Dog's. And the Apoſtle 
tells us, That they are Children of Wrath 
without Chriſt and God. And are ſuch who 
= continue in that State, ordained for the 
Divine Hleſſings, aud Favours, without a 
compliance with Chriſt's Inſtitution, for 

1 the remiſſion of Original Sia? He adds; If 
B Baptiſm were intended here, it would have 
been ſpoken of. 1 Reply; How many things 

are intended and implied in the Holy 
Scripture, that are not expreſly Named? 

1 Therefore this Suppoſition is falſe, and ill 
| grounded. Likewiſe his ſaying that this 
3M Invitation of Chriſt was long before his Death 
is falſe, and contrary to what St. Mark. 
afhrms, vers. 33 and 34; That Chriſt was 
then going up to Jeruſalem to ſuffer Death 
And that 1t was ſpoken for another purpoſe, 
than that Children ſhould come to him, 
to be partakers of his Kingdom, is non-, 
ſenſe, and contrary to the expreſs Words 
of Chriſt. To require Children to be then 
Baptized was not ſeaſonable. Becauſe theſe 
Fewiſh Infants were then already in Cove- 
nant with God by Circumciſion, and the 
f | Baptiſm 


* 


28 | _ IP 2 ee, <SLEAESS 
Baptiſm. of Chriſt was not then an eſta» . - 
blind Ordinance while the Few:ſb Diſpen- 
ſation laſted, which continued till the Death 
of Chriſt. It was ſufficieat for him to give 
a General Direction for that purpoſe to his 
Holy —_— to he. practiſed and take 
place, after his Reſurrection. How well he 


' Anſwers my Appeal? Whether this Text 


is not much more intelligible for Infant- 
Baptiſm, than God's ſaying; I am the God 
of Abraham, &c. was to prove the real 
Subſiſtence 'of Souls, and the Reſurrection 
from the -Dead let the Reader . Judge. R. 
M. makes no ſatisfactory Anſwer, but 
faith; ſhould ſuch a Divine Logician draw the 
Conſequence from the Text in Controverſy, for 
Infant-Baptiſm, we would Heartily ſubmit. F} 
reply. What Conſequence the Uaniverſat 
Church of Chriſt, which is directed by 
Chriſt's Holy Spirit, according to his Pro- 
miſe, concludes and infers from Scripture 
is a Truth and Conſequence drawn by this 
Divine Logician. Now the preſent untver- 
ſal Church of Chriſt draws this Concluſion, 
and Conſequence from this Text, as we 

do. Therefore this Conſequence, and Con- 

cluſion is a Truth drawn from this. Text by 
this Divine Logician, and his Holy and-Intalli- 
ble Spirit: Tis very ſtrange that our Ad- 
verſaries are ſo wilfully blind, as not to 


underſtand here Chriſt's expreſs Command 


and Order, for the Baptizing of our Iufauts. 
2. The 2d Argoment is taken from 
Matth. 28. 14. Go ye and teach, or Diſciple 
B 13 - : a | 
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12 A ReplytoR. Morgan, * 

j 4] Nations, Baptizing them, &c. Now if we live, 

* | Conſider the . Circumſtances of this Ge- well 

neral - Commiſſion of Chriſt , to Diſci- I bers 

ple all Nations by Baptiſm, we may from the 

them infer the Baptiſm of Infants. Firſt Met 

this Order was to. Baptize, inſtead of to and 

— Circumciſe; and as that was an Entrance td. t 

into the Levitical Church, this was to be Babe 

an Introduction into the Chriſtian. There- | init: 

| fore the ſame Perſons, who were capable nific 
| 
| 


of the former, without a Prohibition might . 
reaſonably . fit for the latter. And I ſons 

the rather, becauſe the Act or Ceremony late 

of Admittance was much more favourable I hou 

and leſs painful, than the former was. There- I !iſm 

fore the Divine Wiſdom could not pro- 

pably be more ſevere, than it was — 
N by excluding any who had then any Righ 
_ == to be partakers of the Grace of God. 
Secondly this Commiſſion - was deliver'd to 
the Apoſtles, Jews, whom Chriſt had Com- tors 
manded, to fer little Children to come unto vert 
him, who knew the Privileges of the Jewi/b eue 
Children, and the conſtant Practice of that rard 
Church, to admit Parents and their Chil- I Di 
dren together into Covenant with God. 
Therefore, ſince there is here no Excep- 
5 tion of lufants, there needed no other 
diſcovery of the Intention of our Saviour 


to compriſe Infants, but this General Or- 
der. Go ye and Diſciple all Nations by Bap- 
tiſm. Thirdly the Perſons Mentioned to 


|  _ Baptized in this collectire and compreben- 
| . N wir 


the, Anabnntiſt. 
ſve Word Al Nations, includes Infants, as 
well as the Adult, they being alſo Mem- 
bers and a Part of the. Nations. Fourthlyß 
the Term uſed in the Commiſſion which is 
Matheteuſate, that ſignifies both to teach, 
and to Diſciple, the firſt in reference 
ta the Adult, the Second to the. Ianocent 
Babes, Who are not vet of an Age to be 
inſtructed . By 6 this Vord of a double ſig- 
nification, relating to, the Young as well 
as the Old; to Infants as well as to Per- 
ſons of; Riper Years, we may undeſtand the 
latention of Chriſt was, that the Infants 
ſhould, be received into his Church by Bap- 
tiſm, and Diſcipled az well as their Parents. 
What ſaith my Aztggoviſt to this Gene- 
ral Commiſſion? Tis ee of Arguing, - 
ath he, to pervert 4 Text, and. then to draw 
from it ſuch. Conſequences. as they, pleaſe. What 
a falſe: Reflection is this upon all Expoſi- 
tors of the Ward: of God ? As if we per- 
verted the Text by interpretiag Mathe- 
repein, to Diſciple: Let him hear what Ge- 
rard. 2 Matheteuein 45 properly to male 
Y 


Dp: , Preaching thggHford to the Adult, 
anch by adminiſtring ' Baptiſm to Infants, And 


our learned Whitaker, faith Matheteuſate 
autous, firſt- belongs to Men of Riper Vears, 
and by: Kirtue, of the Covenant atſo to their 
Children. But 1 cant think R. M. fo iguo- 
raut, as he ſeems to be, by telling us Man- 
thang is uſed in no other ſenſe, but to 
teach or inſtruct; whereas it ſignifies to 
learn: But Matheteuſate, which is derived 
B. 2 | 
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44 A Rephto R. Morgan, 
from Matheteuo, ſignifies to teach or In- 
{tru&, or to Diſciple. Beſides R. M. is ſo 
indiſcreet, as to quote a Text againſt him- I Ar 
ſelf when he ſaith of John. 4. 1. where to lf ſar 
male Diſciples, has a quite different ſenſe i wl 
from Baptiſm, And yet the Evangeliſt. de- I nai 
clares, That Feſus made and Baptized more Dif- un 
ciples than John. He contradias himſelf and I mo 
the Text, for they were not made Diſciples | wh 
without Baptiſm, as is there expreſled. Go 
What Jreneus ſpeaks of Adult Perfons, I R. 
which could not be made Diſciples. without 
Teaching, relates not to the cafe of Infants, 
who may be enroled and their Names en- 
| ter'd into Chriſt's School, to be afterwards 
inſtructed in his Holy Profeſſion. Again the 
| I Holy Ghoſt. calls Infants Di/ciples, Acts. 15. 
 - 16, where the Yoke to be put upon the 
Neck of the Diſciples was Circumciſion, as 
is expreſt v. 5. which was allowed: to In- 

f. fants at 8 Days Old. And if thoſe Infants 
3 could not be reckon'd Diſciples without firſt 
being Baptized, when they were thus Named, 
[ tis more than probable that they had been 
a-imitted to that Omlinance. Now if our 
. Adverfaries will argue, that none can be 
; Nominated Diſciples, till they can be taught, 
we may with as good Reaſon, argue from 
Mark. 16. 16. Whoever believeth not ſhall 
be Damned; That all Infants are. cer- 
rainly Damned, becauſe they cannot actu- 
ally believe. But as this Inference is falſe, 

J is theirs in Relation to Infants Diſcipleſhip. 

3. The third Argument of the 1 
2 9 0 


/ 


te Auapaptiſt. If 
of Infant Baptiſm ſucceeding to lafant-Cir- 


cumciſion he ſtiles a Thread-bare Argument. 
And asks whether it follome, that it muſt have tha 


ſame Subjects. Can any give any ſolid reaſons, 
why lnfants ſhould not be brought into Cove- 
nant with God under the Goſpel, as well as 
under and before the Law ? Since this is a 
more favourable Diſpenſation than that; 
why ſhould Infants be excluded now from 
God's favour more than they were then ? 
R, M. or any other of his Sect canaot give 
any good Reaſon, for the excluſion of In- 
fants,nor anſwer the Arguments drawn from 
Infant's Circumciſion. They were by God's 
expreſs Command admitted Church members, 


and this Command was never repealed, but is 
yet in force under the Gofpel. Bat thisnonſen- 


ſical Fellow anſwers with contempt to all my 


Arguments drawn fromthis Topic, and ſaith 


there are a great heap of words to a ſmall digree of 
ſenfe;. appeal to the impartial Reader, what 


degree of ſenſe is in this Expreſſion, and baſe. 


reflection, and whether this be a ſatisfactory 
Anſwer to allthe Reaſonsthat I alledge. For 
if Baptiſmis ordain'd in lieuof Circumcilion,'tis 
a Seal of the Goſpel Covenant to be applied to 
all that belong to it. And if the Promiles, 
that appertain to this Covenant, relate to 
our Children, as well as to our ſelves, as 
the Holy Scripture declares, they are to be 


confirm'd into it by this Seal of Baptiſm, this 
lu of the Grace of God, of the Death of 
Chriſt,, and of the Benefits purchaſed by the 


merits of his Croſs. 
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16 A Reply to R. Morgan, 
X. M. Saith next; That the New Covenant is 
ald to come in the room and inſtead of the old, unto 
urhich belongs Cire umciſion. And yet we muſt 
not argue that thereſore the new is a Covenant 
of works, becauſe it follows that which was ſo, 
I perceive by theſe Expreſſions, that R. AA. 
is infected with the Antinomian Hereſy, 
as much as that of the Auabaptiſts, which 
affirms our obedience to the Commands of the 
Goſpel to be of no uſe in our Salvation, and R 
7 that the new Covenant requires no ſuch thing tl 
from us, contrary to the Doctrine of St. * 
Peter Ef. 1. Ch. 1 v. 3, and St. Paul Rem. 1. 5. fc 
16, 20. 26, But tho' the new Covenant it 
tl 
Ce 
re 
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is not a Covenant of works, that is, the 
Mercics of the Covenant and Salvation, are 
not granted in conſideration of our works 
and mer its, it would be no Covenant if 


there were not an Agreement and Stipu- v1 

lation between God and the Creature; And ir 

ſomething is required en our Part, as well as : 

on that of our Redcemer, to obtain the is 

3 promiſes and bleſſings, Which are conditio- N 

0 nal. And what reaſon have we to exclude re 

+” - Infants from the Goſpel Covenant, and tl 

from the ſeal of it, ſince they were admit- th 

ted into the former = Were they proper m 

Subjects and Members of the Covenant of St 

works, and not of the Covenant of Grace? a 

of that Covenant that promiſes without In 

works, to bo merciful to their unrighteousnets ar 

and their Sins and iniquities, to remember B 

0 more 2+,8. 127 Pray let our Adverſa- hy 

»- _- Ties give ſome reaſonable. Amwer, WON i 
0 . W 32 ' e 
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He proceeds next to Argue from the Lord's 
Supper ſucceeding to the Paſchal Lamb, and 
ſays; That Infants did partake of the Lamb, 
why do not they bring them to the Lord's Table, 
as ſeme of the Fathers did? I Anſwer R. M's 


Aſſertion is falſe, That Infants did eat of the 


Paſchal Lamb. We read of no ſuch thing 


in all the Moſaick Law. Only the Children, 


that could ſpeak and be inſtructed in the 


Reaſons of that L[aſtitutionz *tis probable - 


they were partakers of it. But ſucking Infants 
were not fit for, nor able to feed on ſuch 
food; and it cannot be proved that it was 
iatended for them. We bring them not to 
the Lor'ds Table, for theſe Reaſons. Be- 
cauſe *tis a Sacrament where actual Faith is 
required to confirm our Intereſt in God ant 


Chriſt: I there any reaſon, becauſe a No- 
vice may be enter'd into the loweſt degree 


in Chriſt's School, therefore he muſt be ad- 
vanc'd to the higheſt? 2. Fhe Lord's Supper 
is a Commemoration of the Death of Chriſt ; 


Now Infants cannot anſwer the End, nor 


receive the Benefits of that Sacrament, as 


- they can of Baptiſm, where God treats 
them according to their Capacities and ad- 


mits them into his Church. 3. In the Lords 
Supper is a Self- examination required, as 


a preparative, for the Reception, of which 


Infants are incapable, 4. Neither is there 


any ſuch neceſſity for their eating of the 


Bread and Wine, as for their Baptiſm. For 
by this Inſtitutioa they are taken out of the 


ſtate of Nature agd carried into the ſtate of 


Grace 
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18 4 Nebh te R. Morgan. 


Grace and Mercy, without which their 


Salvation is doubtful. But there is no ſuch 
Neceſſity of the Lord's Supper till they come 
to Years of Diſcretion. They may then reſt 
fecure upon the promiſed Mercy of God till 
ſuch a Time. | 

4. To my 4th Argument drawn from 1 
Cor. 7. 14. from the Holineſs of Believers 
Children, how abſurd and pedantick does 
R. M. appear in his Anſwer : 
ever is meant in the Text, I think, ſaith be, 


Baptiſm of Infents can't be inſer d from thence. 


That is; no kind of _ Holineſs can qualify 


them for Baptiſm. - Does he fancy his bare 


Thoughts able to ſatisfy our Conſciences in 


this Point, and Anſwer all the Arguments 
drawn from this Text ? Both his thinking 
Faculty, and his Rational are ſo infirm, that 


we can lay no weight upon either. He 


proceeds on in his Impertinences. Becauſe, 


1aith he, if a Husband or 4 Wife be 4 Be- 
liever, then it gives a Right not only to the 


Infants of ſuch a Believer, but alſo to the Un- 


believing. Husband or Wiſe, and all their Adult 


Children, tho? they are Infidels. This is argued 
likea Wiſe Man of Gotham. For the Caſe 


is different. All Adult Husbands Wives and 


Children ought to profeſstheir own Belief be- 


fore Baptiſm. Neither are they, Capable of it, 
while they continue in their Infidelity; But in 


Infants we meet with no ſuch Indiſpoſition. 
Therefore, ſaith St. Paul, if but one of the 


Farcnts be a Believer, the Children iſſuing 
from them are Holy, by Defignaiion, and o 
1 e 


oO 


What Holineſs 


God's Right and Claim to them, as his, and 
their Title to be Dedicated to God, and con- 


ſequently to be Baptized, and enter'd into“ 


Covenant with him. And whereas St. Paul 
affirms; That the Unbelievins Husband is 


Sanctiſied by the Wife, and the Unbelieving Wife 


is Sanbtified by the Husband, is. not ſpoken in 
Relation to their Perſons, but in Relation 
to ſuch Iſfue, which are ſaid to be Holy by 


| Reaſon of God's Propriety in them, and 


Claim to them, expreſſed-in his Promiſe, 
to be the God-of the Believing Secd. There- 
fore this Sanctification extends no further than 
as they are Husbands or Wives, in reſpect 
of ſuch Children, or in Relation to the Act 


and Order of Generation, or their Legiti- 


mate Offſpring proceeding from a Parent 


in Covenant with God: Some of the Fa- 


thers have judg'd them Holy, becauſe they 
were Baptized, and thereby admitted amongſt 
the Number of the Saints, which Interpre- 


tation, if it be allowed, we cannot have a 


clearer Text- and Precedent for the Baptiz- 
ing of Infants in the Primitive Church. 

5- To the Fifth Argument taken from the 
' Baptiſm of whole Houſeholds, R. makes 


no Anſwer.” But tho? the Scripture men- 


tions not Expreſly Children to have be- 
long'd to them, it we Baptize our Houſe- 
holds, or'whole Families as they did, I hope 
our Adverſaries will grant , that we have 


a ſufficient Warrant and Precedent from the 


Word of God for our Practice, and * 
we ED _ this 
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they proper for the Capacity. of lufants. 
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as R. 24, and Mr. Stennet de and un- 


* 


- 
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t. Peter's. Words refer 


the Divine Favour, and the remiſſion of 
their Sins. Then he adds; The. Promiſe is 
to yo and jour Chilaren, and to all that are 4 


far off, even as many. as. the. Lard: aur God ſhall 
call. All had not the: Gifts of Miracles, of 


Healing, and of Tongues. z Neither were 


| to. imagin, Neither do we find any 128 
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But 


ſe 


But the Promiſe to be their God, which 
implies the Remiſſion of Sins, was fit for 
them in their tender Age. As therefore 


by St. Peter's Aſfertion, they had a Right to 


that Promiſe, they had alſo a Right to the Seal 
of it, and of the Covenant. R. As ſaying, 
The Children were alſo call d upon to Repent 
is falſe. The Parents indeed were calbd 
upon to Repent before Baptiſm; for they 
needed fuch a prediſpoſition! to fit them 
for that ' Inſtitution. But there is not one 
5 Word mentioned of the Repentance of their 
ö Children, who being within the Covenant 
; by Circumciſion, had Committed no actual 
Tranſgreſſion funce; therefore needed no Re- 
pentance. But without it were to accom- 


f pany their Parents; and with them to be 
1 admitted to the Seal of the Goſpel Cove- 
i nant, which is Baptiſm. This was the true 


ſenfe and Meaning of St. Perer”s ſaying; 
The Promiſe, that is of Grace and Mercy and 


dren. To tell us of our Church, and the 
S:ripture's Requiring Repentance and Faith, 
as neceſſary at Baptiſm, they are to be under- 
ſtood in Relation to the Adult, and not in 
Relation to Children, who as our Catechiſm 
Declares, are to be admitted without any 
actual Faith or Repentance, they being then 
in their — tally as Capable of that 
1 Ordinance, as the ſame Infants were of Cir- 
8 ne eg the Benvfits of it under the 
Fr 3 
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7. The 7th is a Queſtion which I offer 
to our Adverſaries, who believe as we do, 


Original Sin in Infants, according to St. 


Paul's Doctrine Eph. 2. 3. 12. of David 
Pſal.' 51. 5. and of Job, 14. 4. and 25. 5 
And as our Adverſaries Profeſs in their Ca- 
techiſm and Confeſſion of Faith 3 what Me- 
thod:can they Propoſe to Obtain or Pro- 
cure Salvation to their Infants dying before 
they come to Riper Years, otherwiſe than by 

Baptiſm, Chriſt's Ordinance for the Remiſ- 
Kon of Sins? R. M. returns into his for- 
mer Dream, that I joyn with the Church 
of Rome to aſſert; That Baptiſm confers Grace 
ex opere operato. Which as. I have alrea- 
dy faid is falſe and a Slander, which none 
can gather from my Words, but my extra- 
vagant and abuſive School-Maſter. There- 
fore the Example of Simon Magus, is very 
impertinent. But this Wiſeman pretends 
to inform me of the Doctrine of our Church, 
of which 1 have been a Teacher above 40 
Years, as if I knew it not. Sic Sus Minervam 


docet, He quotes next half the Definition 


of a Sacrament, and with his uſual abſur- 
dity, tells us; That if Baptiſm is the Sign of 
an inward and Spiritual Grace, tis not the Grace 
it ſelf. Very acutely argued, like a Dottor 
of Sorbonne. *Tis as if he ſhould ſay; The 
Body of R. Morgan riding upon an Aſs in 
4 Sun Shiny-Day, caſts a ſhadow upon the 
Ground, but the ſhadow is not the Man 
nor the Aſs. I muſt needs here Commend 


him for a very ſubtile and $kilfyl Zogician, Vit 
NT eds ok | | . 1 


finition of a Sacrament, and Omitting the 
Eſſential Part. Tis an outward. and viſible 
Sign of an inward and Spiritual Grace, giver 


to us, and Ordained by Chriſt himſelf,as a Means 
whereby we receive the ſame, and a Pledge to 
aſſure us thereof. Why does he leave out 


the latter Part? *Tis becauſe, he will not 


allow Baptiſm to be a means, whereby we 
receive. the inward and Spiritual Grace, - 
nor a Pledge to aſſure us thereof. As if 
Chriſt's Ordinances were inſignificant Signs. 

He ſaith next. That the Sacraments. are not-. 


neceſſarily Conveyers of Grace to the Soul. If 


he means by.. neceſſarily, not. always and 


conſtantly, then he ſuppoſes, that ſometimes 


they are Conveyers of Grace to the Soul. 
If that be his meaning, he ſeems to Contra - 


dict himſelf. However, he ſhould have let 
us underſtood, whether it were a Phyſical 


or Moral Neceſſity of conveying Grace, 


that he denies to the Sacraments. We 


deny the firſt, as well as he, and for the 


latter *tis diſputable. But I ſuppoſe that 
his aim is, that there is no Neceſſity for 
the Sacraments to Convey Grace, that he 
Fancies is beſtowed upon Infants, without 


the Adminiſtration of Chriſt's Iuſtitution, 


which he can never prove out of Scriptur 
either by Promiſe or Example. And tho 


Baptiſm" of Water does not of it {ſelf con- 
vey Grace, tis often conveyed unto us, and 
to Infants in Baptiſm, by Virtue of Chriſt's 
appointment, and "Promiſe annexed. to his 
ET. 0..." 
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Ordinance, and by the Mercy and Spirit 


of God, and they do undoubtedly receive 
the Forgiveneſs of - Original Sin, and are 


enter'd into a State of Grace by the out- 
ward Adminiſtration as our Church Tea- 
ches in the Rubrick,,and ſo ſaith Bucan in 
his Lec. Comm. upon Baptiſm. All Sins are 
pardowd in Baptiſm both Original and actual. 
To this agrees St. Ambroſe The Grace of God 
in - Baptiſm forgives all things. And St. Chry- 


ſoſt. ad Pop. Antioch | Hom. 21 faith; 'The 


Laver of Baptiſm is able to releaſe- us from 
all former Sins. And elſewhere he affirms ; 


that, it cauſeth us as it were to be Born 


again. Likewiſe Phil. Melanch. ſaith ; The 
End of Baptiſm is the Sealing and confirmation 


of Pardon of Sins by the Blood of Chriſt. And 


does not Ananias ſpeak to Saul converted 
to the ſame purpoſe, Acts. 22. 16. or 


tarrieſt thou? Ariſe and be Baptized, and Waſh 


away thy Sins. It ſeems they were to be 


; Waſhed away at his Compliance with Chriſt's 


Inſtitution; not by. Virtue of the Baptiſmal 
Water, but by. the Promiſe, by the Grace 


and appointment of Chriſt, who only hath 


Power on Earth to Forgive Sins. Howe- 
ver it cannot be denied, but by that out- 
ward Act or Ceremony our Infants are 


received into the Church of Chriſt, and 
declared Subjects of his Kingdom. R. . 


after a long and Impertinent Preamble 
comes to Anſwer to my former Queſtion. 
That ſince Infants are infected with Original 


Sin, hem can they be cleanſed without Baptiſm ? 
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To this he makes no ſatisfactory anſwer; 


But leaves them to God's diſpoſal, and us 


in the dark in Relation to their future 


State. Let him, ſaith he, who hath ſaid, of 


ſuch is the Kingdom, do with them as he plea- 
ſes. Upon whar, and how many erroneous 


Suppoſitions and - Miſtakes do our Ad- 


verfaries ground their Heretical Doctrines? 


Theſe Fewi/h Children were Members of 
the Church, and received into Covenant 
with God by Circumciſion. But did ever 
_ . Chriſt declare of ' Heathen Children, or of 


Children uncircumciſed, of Children in the 
lluted State of Nature, who were kept 


om him, and God's Ordinance, and who 


were yet Children of Wrath, &c. That of 
ſuch 1s the Kingdom of God? Did he ever 
reveal his Gracious Intention towards ſuch 
with reſpect to Salvation? Let our Adver- 
ſaries flatter themſelves with theſe abſurd 
and unwarrantable Fancies ; That the Blood 


of Chriſt will cleanſe them from this Sin 


of Nature; That God will apply Pardon 
to them in his own Way; And that Elect 


Infants dying in their Infancy are regene- 


rated. and ſaved by Chriſt, through the Spi- 


rit, Cc. They can have no ſuch Aſſurance 


of Salvation of their Children without 


Baptiſm from the Word of God. Nor can © 


they be partakers of Chriſt's Redemption, 


without being brought to this Ordinance. 


Their preſumption is intolerable to diſ- 
poſe of Salvation, of Heaven, of the Blood 
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of Chriſt ; and of the Pardon of Sins, with- 
out the knowledge of God, or his revealed 
Will. And their Imaginations in this Caſe 
are Vain, Idle, abſurd; and Impious. 
EK. M. proceeds on in the-uſual Cant of 
bis Sect. That tis not likely, that God ſhould 
venture their Salvation on ſo precarious a thing 
48 Baptiſm, which may. or may not be adminiſtred. 
This is according to his wonted, impertinent, 
blaſphemous and irreligious Strain T is not 
Sod that ventures. For he hath preſc. ibed to 
us à Method for the Salvation of liitauts, and 
may ſave” them if he pleaſes without it. 
But tis not ſafe for us to ventürè on that, 
Which is not revealed, and to negle& the 
appointed Method: Was there ever any 
_ Fucha profane Expreſſion. from" a Chriſtian 
_ acquainted with tne Holy Scriptures ? He 
tells us "hext 3 we have no Warrant from the 
Word of God to Baptize them to this End, &c. 
This is falſe, as we have already proved 
K. M. and his Sect feed and entertain their 
People with Lying Suppoſitions, Diaboli- 1 
cal Notions and Pernici 


1 ws 
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Not! rnicious Doctrines. Is l 
it probable, that God ſhould reveal in bis 41 
Holy Word a Method of Salvation for the a 

Adult, and not for Children? Is it likely { ©! 
that he ſhBuld leave them in the State of I 
corrupt Nature without any Afſurance of F 
being Partakers of the Redemption of A 


Chriſt ? We have a ſufficient Warrant from ti 

Chriſt to Baptize -our Children, intelligi- ſi 

dle to all, but to thoſe, whom the Spirit 1 «/ 
of Error hath Blinded their underſtand- fc 
5 8 | Ings, 
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, and to be Born of 
but one in this Mans's Opinion. By the 


out it. 
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ings, that they ſhould not perceive the 
Truth... | CAE 
8. The laſt Argument is taken from the 
Words of Chriſt to Nicodemus, John. 3. 5. 
Except a Perſon be born of Water and the Spirit, 
&c. To this he brings the erroneous Expo- 
ſition of Mr. Charnocł to Anſwer for him. *Tis 


ftrange ſaith he, that when all agree that the 


Birth ſpoken of here is Spiritual and Metapho- 
rical, that the Water here ſhould be Natural. 
| reply 3 Tis falſe, All do not agree to what 
he ſaith. And 'tis much more ſtrange that 
this Spiritual Birth chiefly intended, and 
that requires by Chriſt's own Words two 


neceſſary Conditions, To be Born of Water, 
the Spirit, ſhould have 


firſt "our. Saviour diſcovers a Neceſſity of 
complying with the outward Ordinance of 
God in his Church, and by the next the 


Renovation and Bleſſing of the Holy Spi- 


rit. He faith next; None could be ſaved 
unleſs Baptized, If this were meant of Baptiſm. 
I Anſwer; God binds us thereby to obey 
and ſubmit to the revealed Method, but 
as he is a free Agent, he may ſave with- 
The Spiritual Manducation that 
he brings to ſtrengthen his Expoſition, is 
Frivolous and Impertinent. The Text of 
Mark. 16. 16. He that-believeth and is Bap= - 
tized fhall be ſaved, Contradicts his Expo- 


ſition. For he ſaith, Chriſt layes not. the ſtreſs 


upon Baptiſm, but upon Faith. Since he con- 


felſeth, that both are required, in our neu 
5 birth, 


Birth, why does he exclude Water as Inſig - 
nificant or not intended? He faith: next, 
That the Baptiſm of Water was not then a ſtand-. 

ing Sacrament in the Chriſtian Church. I An- 


; £ wer, The Chriſtian Church was not then 
* in being till the Death and Reſurrection of 


Chriſt, Eph. 2. 14. And tho' the Baptiſm 
of Chriſt was not then in force, that of John 
was to be complied with by all, that were 
to be Born again, or were to enter into the 
Kingdom of the Meſſiah. And when we 
ſay; The Baptiſm of Blood z. e. Martyr- 
Jom ſupplies the Want of Water, where 
Water Baptiſin cannot be legally admini- 
| | Fred, we do not accuſe our Expoſition of 
Fifty as: he: fallly ſuggeſts. *775 Warer is 
2 expreſſed and. Blood is not Water, who knows 


nan what this, Man faith ? But to this Learn- 


E - <4 @rnmentator I. ſhall oppoſe the Judgment 


| Aa more Learned Man, Dr. Lightfoot in 
| Flores; Hel. p. 77. Chriſt faith he, Teaches, that 
| | a, Jem cannot enter into the Kingdom of the Meſ- 
F fab unleſs be firſt paſſeth from the Jewiſh State 
a4 Evangelical by Baptiſm, and afterwards 
1 ſrom a carnal to 4 Spiritual. That by Water 
; is ſignified Baptiſm I make no Queſtion, &C. 
But K. M. boldly affirms ; That Water 
n often in Scripture taken for the renewing, elean- 


But this. is falſe. Water alone is nat thus 
taken, but when there is an Epithet to di- 
ſtinguiſn it from common Water, as John 
„ J., 38. Where Rivers of living Water are 
mentioned: {9 John. 4. 19 Therefore * 
| 25 ; take 


ſing and refreſhing Operations of the Holy Spirit. 
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take the Water of the Text, of John 3 
F. in a Spiritual Senſe, is a falſe and erro- 
neous Expoſition, contrary to the Deſign of 


Chriſt and the Context. | 


* 


1 I 
* 


r R. M. In the next place ſpies ſomething 

19 that is new and ſtrange. And what is it? 

1 {| *'Tis what a Number of Proteſtant Divines i 
7 have ſaid before me, and is agreeable with - 
e Holy Scripture. As the Intent of Baptiſm is 

e to enter us into a State of Grace, and Seal tous 

5 the Pardon of our Sins, and a Title to the Di- 

- vine Favour, it may with a great deal of Reaſon 

8 be ſtiled a New - Birth, without any Regard to 

- the Birth of the Spirit. R. M. calls this Do- 

f qrine that carries its Reaſon along with 

5 it, Ridiculous and Contrary' to Scripture, but 

8 ſnews not in what, nor brings any Text of 

- Scripture to prove the contrary. But treats. 

t me as John the Botcher of Leyden the firſt King 

7 of his Sect treated the Proteſtant Divines at 

t Munſter, He continued a long time in a 

- Dream, and at his firſt waking he rid about 

e the Streets upon an Aſs with a fanatical 

s Crue of Anabaptiſts at his heels, with this 


Litany. From Luther, Melanchthon, and the reſt 
| of the Blind Guides of the Gaſpel Good Lord deliver 
. Had R. M. read the Proteſtant Commen- 
tators aud Tracts of Divinity, he would have 
underſtood that this is no New Doctrine, 
Witneſs our 39 Articles. Baptiſm is not 
only a Sign of Profeſſion, &c. but of Regene- 
ration or New Birth, &c. And Dr. Featly faich- 
more than I do, ſuch is the Vertue of the Con- 
VV 
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ſecrated Water in Baptiſm wherein Chriſt's Lambs 
are uſually Waſhed thro Divine Benediction, 
in that Ordinance , that tho” they were never 


ſo black or foul before ;, yet after they come 
ont of the Laver, they are moſt clean and white, 


&c. So likewiſe P. Martyr de Pado-Baptiſ- 
mo Claſs. 4. C. 8. The Participation and Pro- 
miſe of the Covenant is ſealed to Chriſtian In- 
fants by Baptiſm. In the fame Language 
ſpeaks Wendel. in I. 1. c. 22. The Principal End 
of Baptiſm is to*ſigniſy, to ſeal and Sacramen- 
tally to repreſent the Remiſſion of Sins, Regene- 
ration, and our Union with Chriſt, But my 
ignorant Antagoniſt underſtands not his 
own Catechiſm and Confeſſion of Faith 
where the ſame Intent of Baptiſm by Chriſt's 


Ordination is aſſerted. That the Birth of 


Water and the Birth of the Spirit may be, the 


one without the other is to be proved by 


the Cafes of Simon Magus Baptiz'd by Phi- 
lip, who was Born of Water, but not of 
the Spirit; and of Cornelius and his Compa- 
ny, who were Born of the Spirit, before 
they were Born of Water or Baptized. 
R. M. in the next Place can't Imagine, 


what I mean when I ſay, that Baptizo fig- _ 
niies a leſſer Waſhing, than Bapro, and where 
there is no Dipping,. but only Sprinkling. 


I will not here inſiſt upon the Texts of 


Mark 7. interpreted by Matth. 15. 2. But let 
R. M. conſult Euſeb. l. 3. C. 20. or 22. Where 


this Greek Author calls Sprinkling with Tears, 
Baptizing with Tears. The-:Story is of a 


: Penitent Thief, who coming to St. John, was 


Baptized 
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Baptized again with Tears, the, Right, Hand ovly 
copgeal'd* or omitted, and as, the Bngliſh ver- 
fion, renders; it, The Heling of the Hand only 
omitted. Here are three Arguments from 
this Quotation to prove Baptiſm -ſignifies 
Sprinkling ; iſt, none can he ſaid with anyſeaſe 


to be Dipped or plung d ith Tears, but only 
Sprinkled or be dewed with Tears. zly, when 
he compares the -firſt Baptiſm to this ad, 


*twas- not perform'd by Dipping, but by 


- - Spriakling , otherwiſe the Compariſon had 


not been proper but. unreaſonable. .3ly A. 


non | apakrupton ten dexian, the Right Hand, 


only concealed or omitted, That is his 


face ſeem d to be Baptized again with Tears, 


only the Miniſters Office, Who ſhould with 
his Right Hand have Sprinkled the Bap- 
wmal Water, only wanting. 145 0 vs 


| underſtood from theſe Words: That this 
Man was not in the Days of St. John 


the Apoſtle Baptized by Dipping but by 


affuſion of Water and Sprinkling. Let 


R. M. look next into Euſeb. l. 6. C. 42. 
Where he ſhall find Novatus Baptized in the 
Bed, where he lay fuk. Is it reaſonable to 


fancy, That this Sick - Perſon , was immer- 


ſed, plung'd, or Dipped over Head and 
Ears in the Bed where he lay? And Lau- 
rentius Lucillus , and divers other. Martyrs 
and Confeſlors were Baptized in their Pri- 
ſons in Chains by Sprinkliag, as well as 
a Number of ſick Perſons in their Beds, and 
therefore the) latter were call'd Clinicks ; 

| NEE nien 
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which Mode of Baptiſm was judg d by all w 
the Primitive Men à lawful Baptiſm, and not Þ La 


= null and void as our erroneous and malicious || R. 
. Anabaptiſts have declar'd ours to be for we 
that Reaſon. Whereas the Word us'd by ne 
4Y Chriſt in his General Commiſſion to his A- ſai 
® poſt les to Baptize in the Language he ſpoke, LW, 


_ lignifies to Sprinkle as Dr. Lightfoot and o- || thi 

thers obſerve, Which is ſufficient to Juſtify | thi 

our Mode of Adminiſtration. Neither can I ver 

it be proved from Scripture. That Chriſt yo! 

= or his Apoſtles did practiſe Dipping at || as 
. Baptiſm- And I have ſearch'd from the || ter 


beginning of Geneſis, to the End of the Re- || ble 
3 velations in alt the Word of God, in the || py 
| - Septuagint and in the Greek Teſtament the I for 


Word Baptizo is never uſed for Dipping, | wh 
Ny is it interpreted ſo but in the Caſe of || x. 
Naman the Syrian. . But there alſo 'tis ex- D. 
preſt, three times by the Word Waſhing. | bee 
* 2 Kings 5. Tis likewiſe obſervable that I fb) 
| | whenever in the Greek Bible Dipping is ex- ph 
* preſt, the Word Baptixein is not employed, I Th 
ö but Baptein, as any Perſon may ſee in Exod. 
_- 12. 22. Levit. 4. 6. Like 16, 24. Matth. 
26. 23. John 13. 26. So that tha? the Word 
may ſometimes ſignify Dipping, in Heſiod, 
Homer, Herodotus, Demoſthenes \, Plutarchr, 
and Jocrates, as alſo in the Scapulas and 
Lexicon, that interpret them, the Word mull 
have chang'd its ſignification in the Days 
1 of Ptolomy Philadelphus, and was then com- 
E-,* monly uſed by the Septuagint, and all ſa- 
| "cred Writers for Sprinkling, as Heb, 9. 10. 
| 8 2 ben 
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all Where St. Paul affirms, That the Levitical 
ot Law did conſiſt. in divers Baptiſms. Here 
us R. M. boldly and falſely ſaith, that they 
for were Divers Dippings, Whereas Dipping was 
by never uſed in, or enjoyn'd in all the 1 
ſaick Law. We find no other Words but 
Waſbings, Bathings, and Sprinklings ;, and as | 
the two former are Synonimous and expreſs 
the. ſame Act, there cannot be found Di- 
vers Baptiſms in all that economy , unleſs 
you underſtand . Spri»kling ty be one. And 
as the two former were always with Wa- 
ter, the latter which was the moſt valua- 
ble, and the moſt proper and effeQual for 
Purifications was for the moſt part per- 
formed, with Blood and always required, 
when there was a Treſpaſs againſt God. If 
KR. MA, falſe Aſſertion were true that thefe 
Divers Baptiſms were Divers Dippings, it had 
been an od kind of Purification as impoſ- 
ſible, as it is unlikely, that they ſhould be 
plung'd always over Head and Ears in Blood. 
There were but two Ingredients, with which 
they were Baptized, Blood and Vater, and - 
two performances Waſhing or Bathing with 
Water, not Plunging or Dipping, and Sprink- 
ling with Blood. Therefore either in re- 
terence to the Iagredients or to the Actions 
we cannot find in all Aoſess Law Divers Bar- 
tiſms, which implies different kinds, unleſs 
we admit Sprinkling of Blood to be one. He 
quotes a Paſſage out of the late Arch-Biſhop 
of Tork's Sermon before Queen Mary March 27 
| 3 n 1692. 


— 
- , * 
* / 
>; 
* 


* —— 1 


8 ww, 2 — 4545 — — 0 
* 
1 >» 
* 
8 4 " 


« 
7 
% 


34 4 Reph'toR: Morgan, 


cannot call Reaſonings, but trifling,s But 


now deſignꝰ d for the Preſs, aud there I ſnall give 


and treat him as he deſerves. "era I quote 


but implicitly plain enough to beunderitood, 


1892. The late ARI York Dr: Land: 
lugh was then dead, and never preach'd before 
Queen Mary after her Corona tion. There- 
fore the Reader may judge, what Faith and 
Credit they are to give to ſuch a man, who 
ſtuff his Pampilet with almoſt as many Les 
as Paragraphs, and is continually running in- 
to Miſtakes.” But perhaps it is Dr. Tillotſon 
late Arch-Biſhop of Canterburry he means. He 
ſends us next Mr. Stenner”s a againſt Mr. 
Ruſſen; from whence R. M. has borrowed all 
his raw and imperfe& Notions, which we 


SS Wt ono up ccr=p ww 


that Gentleman's erroneous Suppoſitions and 
dangerovs Principles 1 ſhall examine in my 
ſecond Antidote againſt this Dipping Se, 


a fuller Anſwer to this uncivil ridiculous im- 
pertinent Heretical and Ignorant Antagoniſt 


two Paſſages out of Juſtin - Martyr and 
Treneus, who mention .Iafant Baptiſm in 
thoſe early days of Chriſtianity not expreſly, 


1 ſhall not inſiſt upon a Refutation of what 
R. M. ſaith to elude theſe Teſtimonies, I 
have more fully examin'd their Evidences 
in my ſecond Antidote. Origen is the next 
mentioned for Infants Baptiſm. He was 17 
years old when his Father was beheaded at 
Alexandria A. D. 202 as Euſebius ſaith, and 
was Baptized in his Infancy,” about 85 years 
after the Death St. John, who lived 3 


4 
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bout the year 101. He was born of Chriſti- 
an Parents, his Father a Martyr, his Grandfa- 


ther and great Grandfather were Profeſſors, 


Who lived in the Apoſtles days. He being 
a man of Learning generally known and his 
Writings. Publickly read, his Teſtimony is 


of the whole Age in which he lived and of 


the ſueceeding Ages, for he wasf. never 
contradicted by any of thoſe times in this Ar- 
ticle. He ſaith Homil. 1 on Levit. Chap. 1 2. 
That Infants were Baptized according to the uſage 
of the Church. And on Kom. 6. he affirms ; 
That : becauſe of Original Sin, the Church had 
from the Apaſties .a Tradition to give Baptiſm e- 
ven to Infants. There can be no plainer Evi- 
dence for the Antiquity of Infants 'Baptiſm 
than of this Learned Man. R. A. rejects the 
Teſtimony of Platina, who aſſerts the Bap- 
tiſm of Iafants to have been in the days of 
Hyginus, but in a matter of fact both he and 
the Church of Rome are good Witneſſes and 
rather to be credited, than any miſtaken Ana- 
baptiſt, that labours to impoſe upon the world 
the greateſt Falſities. Cyprian Likewiſe 
ſpeaks: poſitively for the Baptiſm of Infants 
to have been the . indiſputable uſage of the 
Churches of Chriſt. He was born about 1c 
and odd years after the Death of St. John, aad 
choſen- Biſhop of Carthage about the year 
248 or 250, and could not be ignorant of the 
Apoſtles practices. R. M. abuſes me in one or 
two Paragraphs for the Miſtakes and Errors 
of the Preſs in the firſt Edition. But ſaith 

be, Infant Baptiſm was not ſpoken of till above 
200 years after Chriſt, D But 
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But I would ask R. A. if it was then ſpok- 
en of as a new Practice, and how comes it 
to paſs, that none of that Age have given 
us any Accout of its firſt original? Is it pro- 
bable that ſuch a novelty could be introduc'd 
into the Chriſtian Church, without any notice 
taken of it ? Andis it probable that ſo ma- 
- Ny Religious Martyrs of divers Nations, who 
were zealouſly affected for the maintenance 
of the Truth, ſhould ſuffer ſuch an alteration 
to paſs current, without oppoſition ? And 
is it probable. that all Chriſtian Nations 
ſhould agree together, to admit the Baptiſm 
of Infants, if it had never been practiſed be- 
fore? When he ſaith Tertullian, who flouriſh'd in 
the third Century is the firſt that ſpeaks of it, he 
contradicts himſelf ; for he confeſſeth Cyprian 
to have been choſen Biſhop of Carthage in the 
year 250, who mentions and approves in ex- 
eſs Terms of Infant-Baptiſm as the con- 
Kant Practice of the Chriſtian Church. 
And Tertullian, who was the firſt, that ſpoke 
againſt it, Condemns it not as a Novelty, 
which he would have done had it been new- 
ly . brought into the Church. Therefore 
when he ſaith, the pure and Apoſtolick Age | 
| knew nothing of it, is falſe. Who are the 
moſt competent .Judges of. this? the Primi- | 
tive Writers, Origen, Cyprian, Optatus Milevis 
taniu, Gregory Nai anten, Ambroſe, Chryſoftom 
Auſtin, and the reſt, or a handful of head 
ſtrong mechanick Anabapriſts of theſe latter 
Ages? St Auftin expreſly ſaith that Bajti/m 
of Infants was an, Apoſtolick Tradition, and that 
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he never read of any Set that acknowledged the 
Holy Scriptures to have been againſt the Baptiſm 
of Infants. Therefore we may juſtly wonder 
at the Impudence of our Anabaptiſt Writers, 
who pretend toi derive this pernicious Er- 
ror-from an Ancienter Original than Nicholas 
Stork, John the Botcher of Leyden Tho. 


Muncer and his rebellious Crue. For that 


reaſon R. M. anſwers not a word to my other 
Quotations, that expreſly declare the Anti- 
quity of Infant Baptiſm, and that it was an 
Apoſtolick Practice and a Divine Inſtitution. 
My impertinent Anſwerer flights all the pre- 
ſent Churches of Chriſt, that are for Infant 
Baptiſm without any Exception, and values 
their Judgments no more than of Heathens, 
Turks and Papiſts, and ſaith ; That if the Mul- 
titude 'of Oppoſers be any ſign of 4 good Cauſe, 
they may plead for - their Superſtitions with too 


much advantage over us both. What an unequal 


and icrational Compariſon is this? Of the 
Churches of Chriſt, led by the Spirit of God, 
enjoying all the Aſſiſtances of Humane and 
Divine Learning, and Revelation, with Hea- 
thens,Turks and Papiſts tutor'd up in Ignorance, 
Unbelief, and withal the diſadvantages, con- 


trary to the Privileges of the former? If 


theſe men had the- ſame helps to Divine 
knowledge as we, or the Anabaptiſts have, 
there might be ſome reafon for ſuch a Com- 


' pariſon. But can they fancy their blue, 


reen, and Leathern- Apron Teachers are more 


{kilfull in underſtanding the Word of God or. 


Aatiquity, than the moſt Learned and pi- 
| D*S-- 2 9 _ © ons- 
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e- and Doctors of the Chriſti- 
an Church? 


He ſyith hertz That the Proteſtant Ctratches; 
hom I name are againſt our Dioceſu# Biſbopi. 


This is another falſe Aﬀertion and Tale 
of K. M's. Invention. The* thoſe Ohurches 


Haye not all the ſamè Goyernment eſtabliſhed 
amongſt them, as we have; they have a great 
Veneration for out Epiſcopal Order, aſid ap- 
—— well of it, as I fhall make it appear in 
y ſecond Antidote and anſwer mot e punctu- 
ty to all, his falſe Accuſations and imperti- 
nent Reflections, whereby K. Morgan has de- 
clared Himſelf in Print to be a püblick Slan- 
derer, and to have had 10 regard to Truth 
or good Münners. 

He tells us next, that they ab por Rebaptixu. 
tion, but they ys that whith Infants receive in 
Infancy i is not Baptiſm, but a' Nut. What is 
the Cot Keauietcs of this perſuaſion ? Tis 


=—"Y 


_ that we and all Proteſtant Churches are no 


Chriſtians, hut Heathens, in the ſtate of 
Nature. That all our 3 ſhops and Ainifters 
ate Bo Offcers of Chriſt, and have no Right to 
the exerciſe of their Functions. That alf their 
miniſtrations are null and void, and that tis 
unlawful to joyn in Communion with them, 
or to hear them; that cur S9veeign;,our Kings 
and Queens, our Magiſh rates and Judges are no 
Chriſtians and that chere is no Salvation to 


| be exp ecked 1 85 of us or them. This is 
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mind, and experience their ſuperabundant 
Kindneſs. | EW TOS 

He abuſes Cyprian and the Biſhops of Afri- 
ca, and miſrepreſents them. They never 
judged the Baptiſm of Infants a Nullity, but 
were for the Practice. He thinks I odly in- 
ſinuate, That they don't Baptize in the Name 
of the; Father, &c. I cannot reckon all his 
Miſtakes, But I had reaſon to queſtion it, 
becauſe the Socinian Anabaptiſts do not Bap- 
tixe in the name of the Holy Trinity; what. 
he and his do, I know not, 

When he faith, that they build not their 
Faith on Councils, but on the word of God, ig 
falſe. They have neither Councils,norFathers,, 


nor any Text of that bleſſed Word rightly 


underſtood: to countenance their pernicious: 
Hereſy, as I can and ſhall prove more fully. 

R. M's ſeems to be diſpleaſed at my re- 
preſenting out of what Trades, they elect 
Teachers. TALLOW-CHANDLERS, PED- - 
LERS, TINKERsS, TINMEN &c. I ſhall 
endeavour to give the Publick a Liſt of theſe 


Jolly Biſhops and Apoſtles of the- Anabaptiſts 


Mr. Tembe:, who was firſt a Surrogate, and 
then a Presbyterian before his Apoſtacy to 
them names theſe Anabaptiſt-Teachers 4 Lit- 
ter of grievous wolves, in his Book of Scandals, 
Page. 323 In imitation of him and of our Pro- 
teſtant Divines, we may with a due regard to. 
Truth and good Manners charge R. Mor an 
and his Aſſociates, Anabaptiſt-Teachers to be a 
Satanical Brood i. e. Apoſtates no Miniſters of. 

r Chriſt 


„ AN R. Morgan, 
2: * Chriſt but the Deceivers of the People. For 
W-. they receive not their Commiſſion from our 
Lord, but from the Suffrages of deluded Con- 
gregations, that have itching ears, 2 Tim. 4. 3. 
. Their Adminiſtrations of Chriſt's Ordinan- 
1 ces are null, vain and frivolous, being not 
. warranted by the Word of God. And as 
X82 they are promoters of Hereſy, if the Proverb. I 
z true, where Chriſt hath a Church the De- 
vil has a Chappel, we may give them the Ti- 
== tle of the Devil's. Chaplains, whoſe Intereſt 
and Kingdom they advance and increaſe, by 
& - keeping out of Chriſt's. Church a number of 
1 Infant-Souls, to the apparant hazard of 
their Salvation. | 
' Let the Reader judge whether R. Morgan 1 
hath had any regard to Truth, on good Man- 
ners, ſince I have proved ſo many Flaſities and 
Lyes upon him, that he affirms in his Book, 
and ſince he has treated me with that 
rude uncivil and baſe Language, that be- 
1 comes neither my Perſon nor my Character. 
3 But as I follow the Example of Chriſt 
and his. Apoſtles to reprove the Errors 
and Vices of the Age, I am ready to bear 
- as unconcern'd, with all the falſe Reflecti- 
ons and reproachfull. Terms that may 
be caſt upon me, in the diſcharge and 
exerciſe of my FunQion, and my Innocence 
and good Conſeience will juſtify me before 


„ 2 Sod and Unprejudiced and Rational Men. 
But a more perfect Apſwer to R. Aforgan s 
unworthy and abufive Slanders Fal ſities and 


Errors the Reader ſhall have in my Second 
2 ON, | - Antidote. 
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Antidote againſt the Pernicious Errors „of 
the Dipping Sect. Where I ſhall give the 
Hiſtory. of their Rebellions proceedings both 
in Foreign Parts and in England, and Vin- 
dicate- the Truth and Reaſonableneſs of the 
Doctrines and Practices of our Church in 

other matters in Relation to this Dange- 


If rous Sect. Namely. upon our Chriſtian Sab. 


bath, Original Sin, Forms of Prayer, The Sin- 


fulneſs of Schiſm and Separation, upon the Milleni- 


mum, upon Apoſtacy from the Church, and the Sin | 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt, and fome Remarks up- 
on Mr. Stennet' Anſwer to Mr. Ruſſen's Picture 
of the Anabaptifts, : 
Now I appeal to the Impartial Readers, 
whether this Man, who pretends to Anſwer 
my Arguments for Infant-Baptiſm, has gi- 
ven one tolerable Reaſon agaiaſt any of them. 
His Evaſions and Trifling is apparent to 
you in every Page, and his perverting and 
abuſing the true ſenſe of the Word of God. 
And tho? they boaſt of the Holy Scripture, . 
as if that were their Friend, they have not 
one Text rightly underſtood, to Favour 
their Pernicious Hereſy, as I ſhall make it 


appear more at large in my Second Anti- 


dote. They make falſe Suppolitions, and 
then argue and gather from them their 


falſe Concluſions, as Mr. Sreunet has done in 


his. Anſwer' to Mr. Ruſſen. Almoſt all his 
reaſonings to Juſtify-his Sect and Perſuaſion, 


are grounded upon · Six Erroneous Principles. 


Firſt, that there is no Divine Inſtitu- 
ton for the Beptiſm of laſants. But the 


% 
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contrary is to be proved from the Com- 
mand and Invitation of Chriſt, and from the 
Reaſon that he adds, for of ſuch is his King- 
dom or his Church, into which they cannot 
be enter'd but by Baptiſm; and from the 
| | other Arguments, that I fhall not repeat 
1 here. Therefore his ſaying; That we have 
nun o Foundation for this Practice in Holy 
| | Scripture, is falſe. 55 N 
1 Aly. That Infants are no Diſciples, and 
F cannot be ſo nominated, till they have been 
taught. This is contrary to Act, 15. 10. 
1 Where Infants at 8 Days old are ſtiled 
3 Diſciples. And as they are Named God's 
J Servants in his Holy Word before they 
4 can do him any Service, ſo they may be 
aall'd Diſciples as ſoon as they are enter d 
= into Chriſt's School, there to be inſtructed. 
His Reaſons to the contrary. are very 
F weak, borrowed from the Adult Perſons, and 
'-/ applied to Children, and therefore impro- 
Ro, per. JEL Jt: 
_=x 3ly. That Dipping is the only Evange- 
| lical Mode of Baptiſm, and that A ffuſion or 
Sprinkling is a Nullity. This he takes and 
_ Learns from the ſignification of the Greek 
Word Baptizo in Lexicons and Scapulas,where 
the various Interpretations are ſet down. But 
this Word is underſtood to Sprinkle , to 
= Waſh, or Dip in Greek Authors. In the Bi- 
dle ttis never render'd by Dipping, but 
1 1 in the Caſe of Naman the Syrian. It is al- 
þ 


ways underſtood for Sprinkling, as I have, 
and ſhall make it appear :- But where Dip-- 
5 E e 


Word Bajtize did always ſigni 
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ue, expreſſed, the Word Bapto is al ways | 

not Baß ti o. | 

. That Ce was our Seviont's Inſtitution, 

aid! mmund to Baptize by Dipping; 3 which 

is falſe. And that John and the Holy Apoſtles 

did Dip at Baptiſm, is alſs falſe, and cannot 

he proved by the Word of God; vnleſt the 
16 Di 

which it does not? Tis poſſible to go into the 

Water Knee Deep; and be there Baptiz d 

without pluiigin 3 0 ping. Thetefore his 

next Aſſertioir is S kewith falſe: | 

18 That Sptiikling,or pouring of Water 

the Face, is no Baptiſm, aud that this 


$ crattent cannot be duly Adminiſtred witk- 
; out a Total Immerſion: Which was a practice 


taken uß firſt by ſome of tlie Converted Gen- 
tiles from an Iuclination to, and fondneſs of 
5 Fewifh — — perſtitious — of the Bo- 
7 48 mall make it a 
6: That in the firſt 859 Let Chriſtianity | 
taunts were not adiantted to Baptiſm, and 
that their Baptiſm began in the 3 Century, 
is a groſs Error, contrary to all the Ancient 
Records and derived from miſapplied Quo- 
tations, and miſtakes of Modern Authors. 
Mr. Wall has very well lately examin'd this 
n in his Hiſtory of Infant-Baptiſm, 
and rec; That it has always been the 
Practice of the Churches of God, ſince the 
Apoſtles, in all Nations to Baptize Infants. 
Therefore all fro. and} Aſſertions to the 


contrary we 1 and defigned: to 1 * 
upon 


— — — 
44 ARephly to R. Morgan, 
upon the credulous World this Pernicious 
HFereſy of the Dipping Sect, that tends to 
increaſe, inlarge, and advance the Kingdom 
| of Satan, and to leſſen and diminiſh the King- 
dom of Chriſt, by denying an Entrance to 
1 the Infants of Believers, and by continuing 
©; them in the polluted State of Nature, with- 
--- _ - out any Aſſurance from the Word of God 
| of. Salvation, or any Right to our Saviour's 
Redemption. It tends alſo to ſupplant aud 
= _- overthrow all Chriſtianity, by denying to 
us a Right to our Miniſterial Functions, and 
. inſtead of the true Servants of Chriſt, and 
light Stewards of the Myſteries of God a- 
1 mongſt us, whom they reject, by ſubſtitut- 
ing in their ſtead ſuch Mechanicks, as have 
no lawful Call nor Authority from our Lord. 
I! berefore all their Adminiſtrations are null, 
*=X vain Deluſions,. and Cheats put upon the un- 
4  advifed People, who are ſtrangely bewitched 
- and led into_this Broad Road of Eternal 
Damnation, by theſe Factors of the Devil. 
Hoy much it concerns all true Chriſtiaas to 
be well acquainted with this Controverſy 
and to Inform their Children, and what 
Quilt Perſons of other Perſuaſions draw upon 
themſelves before God by joining in Com- 
munion and Prayers with them, and there- 
by countenancing their Errors, I leave to 
the Reader to judge, and their Conſciences 
_— 8 -- t0;.inform them. -;_-..--:.-- - | 
EG The Word of God commands our Sepa- i 
ration from ſuch” Impoſtors and Hypocrites . 
in Religion, 2 Tim. 3. 5. who have dee 
Os "SW . a _ 
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ions but an affected Form of Godlineſs, but de- 
to ny the Power thereof. For of this ſort are 
dom they, which creep into Houſes and lead cap- 
ing» J tive filly Women, laden with ſins, led a- 
e to way with Divers Luſts, 2 Tim. 3. 6. Does 
uing not the Apoſtle plainly repreſent our Dip- 
ping Sect in theſe Words? They have moſt 
God ¶ of them an appearance of mildneſs and ſweet- 
ours | neſs in cheir Words and Behaviour, like 
aud | him who takes upon him the Garb of an 
ig to | Angel of Light to conceal his foul Nature: 
„and N So theſe: his Children and Diſciples cover 
and their Malicious, Revengeful, Rebellious, and 
dd a- Cruel Spirit, the ſame that was in the Ger- 
titut- | man Anabaptiſts, with a plauſible Carriage 
have and Profeſſion, with a vifible Form of God- 
Lord. I 4ineſs . amongſt us at preſent. And their 
null, I Mechanick Teachers ſtudy to appear in the 
e un- Habit and Colour of Cht iſt's Miniſters 
tched as near as they may, tho' they have 
| for them an innate Averſion, and declare 
their Function to be Null by their here- 
tical Doctrines. . 2) $78 

But is it not ſtrange that theſe Men ſhould 
offer to diſpoſſeſs our Children of a Right 
that hath belong'd to them ever ſince 
the Apoſtles Dayes, and continued to them 
ſo long, upon ſuch weak and Idle Pretences ? 
And is it not much more ſtrange that any Per- 
ſons who are gifted with any Reaſon ſhould 
adhere and liſten to fuch Tradesmen, to TI N- 
KERS, COBLERS, SHOMAKERS „ TIN- 
MEN &c. who probaly cannot have ad 2 | 

893 W ſtudies 
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ſſtudies knowledges and advantages ofChriſt's 
Muiniſters, the eſtabliſh'd Teachers of his 
Church, and ſhould believe thoſe Ignorant Fel- 
lows, rather than their Spiritual Guides, God's 
Stewards and Officers, in this Chriſtian 
_ Church? ls it not likewiſe very ſtrange, that 
they ſhould ſet aſide ele] udgments in a Pra- 
ctice ſo agreeable with all reformed Churches 
of Chriſt, and all other Churches, to follow 
the Dictates of ſuch Ignorant Deceivers, in a 
, - Caſe where the Salvation or Damnation of 
N them and of their Children is fo. much and 
|. ' _ highly concern'd. Let them look to it 1A 
falling away to this Sect is a Renunciation of 
their former Baptiſm and the benefits con- 
fer'd and granted to them. Tis an Apoſta- 
cy from their firſt Faith and Religion to be 
Dipped into this Heretical Sect, and many 
of them are apparently deliverd” over to 4 
State of Reprobation, and are in the Condi- 
tion of ſuch as have, committed che Sin a- 
gainſt the Holy Ghoſt. So that their Re- 
pentance is impoſſible, as L ſhall prove in 
my ſecond Antidote from the Holy Scrip- 
And whereas I have ſaid P. 33. Dipping 
was never uſed or enjoyn'd in all the Maſaicł 
Law 'tis to be underſtood of Perſons to be 
„ urified, who were never commanded to be 
6 . R. M. faſly affirms. The Inſtru- 
ments of Purification the Prieſts Finger, the 
Scarlet Wool and the Hyſop were to be Dip 
pe in Blood Fer ton _ SY 
_ * Baptizingor purifying of the Perfonsor things 
hea PF1NIS. 9 


